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j By TED LEWIS 

L Washington, Jan. 6 — The Pentagon Papers revealed 
■that the Johnson administration was telling the American 
.people one thing about • the Vietnam war while doing 
;another. 

I . The Anderson papers the secret government documents leaked 
? to a synaieated columnist; — show that the Nixon administration was 

activnlv hlirsnim) 1 a +nnrrli r.«fi T«/1 :a 1 . . . 



Kissinger Loses 
His Value as 
A Backgrounder 


Actively pursuing a tough anti - India, pro - Pakistan policy last 

December while telling the people it 
was positively not anti-Indian. 

Such sort of double talk at the fed- 
eral level is not necessarily a crime. 
Foreign relations is always a delicate 
policy area where half-truths are often 
fed the people — even lies on occasion — 
in order to accomplish some end consid- 
; ered advisable and desirable. 

'. , But in the case of the Nixon admin- 

istration, disclosure of a two-faced stance behind a surface neutrality 
‘posture vis-a-vis the quicky India-Pakistan War comes at a time 
when White House policy in the subcontinent area is a live issue. 
; 1 here is a fallout from the disclosures that affects our relations 
with many other nations, and also is most embarrassing to the 
administration in the already 
heatedup political scone here at 
home. 

LBJ had a lucky break on the a 
Pentagon Papers. Thev were pubV 1 
licizcd years after he had left the 
White House. Their revelations 
only tarnished the reputations of 
various presidential advisers long 
after they had left the Washing- 
ton, scene. 

In connection with the Ander- 
son papers, the reverse is true 
for President Nixon. He is now 
about to announce formally his 
second - term candidacy, and his 
political critics cannot' only raise 
the credibility issue, but are given 
jinmunition for a broad assault 
on his handling of foreign policy. 

There is, for example, the dis- 
closure that Nixon’s ambassador 
to India, Kenneth Keating, was 
sharply critical of the administra- 
tion’s handling of the Bangladesh 
crisis. Then there was the disclo- 
sure that presidential adviser 
Henry Kissinger was interested 
in whether arms couldn’t be 
sneaked to Pakistan' from the 
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arsenals we had supplied Jordan and Saudi Arabia. Not to be over- 
looked either is the clear implication in the Anderson papers that 
• our vast intelligence sources, primarilv in the CIA, were unable to 
produce solid information on whether India planned a limited or all- 
■ out war on Pakistan. 

I . A whole boxful of other politically potent' questions similarly 
‘arise from the Anderson disclosures. These include the fascinating 
conjecture that Nixon’s “tilt” — siding with Pakistan against India — 
was part of a broad design, aimed at a United States-China rap- 
prochement to counter Soviet influence in Asia. 

But of more immediate interest here is what the disclosure will 
do to the image of Kissinger, who reflects, and speaks for, Nixon’s 
foreign intentions^ far more than Secretary of State Rogers, The 
clarification supplied in a significant backgrovind briefing by Kissin- 
ger on Dec. 7 on how our policy was definitely “not anti-Indian” has 
now become suspect; for just a few days before, according to the 
Anderson papers, Kissinger was talking privately about the absolute 
necessity of ‘tilting” our policy to favor Pakistan. . , 
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